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Dr Sharp's Pieces on the 

ELOHIM and BERITH. 

AMONG WHICH, 

In (hewing the abfolute Unfitnefs of the Arabic 
Tongue to give a Root to the Divine Name 
Elahtniy fome Account is given of the Cbaldee^ 
Syriac, Samaritan ^ and Arabic Dialedtej (hew-* 
ing them to have been all anciently one Lan- 
guage: as alfo what that Language was: with 
a Word on the Hebrew and Samaritan Alpha- 
bets, proving that tbofe Alphabets could not 
have been chang'd, the one for the other, in 
Copying the Hebrew Scriptures^ after the Ba^ 
byhnijh Captivity y as hath been pretended. 



By Benjamin Holloway, LL.B. 
Redtor of Middkton-Stony^ Oxford/hire. 



OXFORD, 

Printed at the Theatre, MDCCLL 
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REMARKS, &c. 



ONE may, I fuppofe, be fomctimcs al- 
lowed to have a due Regard for Men, 
and yet make a Separation in Efleem 
betwixt their Perfons and their Per- 
formances as Authors, without Fault or Offence. 
And therefore, whilft I pay a great Deference to 
Dr Sharp's perfonal Character, and Merit, as an 
ingenious, as well as pious and good Man; I 
cannot help declaring my Difapprobation of die 
Pieces he has publimed on tM Hebrew Words 
Elohim and Berith. Upon thefe Pieces I ftruck 
out Heads for an Anfwer at large foon after their 
Publication 5 but, in no very long Time after, 
thought I faw noNeceffity for finifhing my Work j 
and mould now wholly lay it afide, if the Boafts 
which fome Perfons (tho' no Way concerned, I 
believe, .with the Dodlor,) have flung out, did 
not provoke me to (hew, in a few Inftances, the 
Weaknefs of fome Parts of his Criticifms where- 
in his main Strength is fuppofed to lie. Which 
being done, tho* in &ief, may perhaps replace 
' ' Matters, as to the Interpretation of thofe Wwds, 
in the State wherein they were before the Doftor 
wrote 5 and fo leave no Occafion for a longer and 
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more minute Difputation, on my Part, about 
thena «. In doing mis, I fhall difpofe what I have 
to offer, under the Heads of one general, and 
^three or four particular Remarks. 

A general Remark. 

These Pieces do, at firft Sight, appear to 
sum at being vague and uncertain. They tend to 
unhinge every ming, and fettle nothing. Which 
(as the Points they treat of are moft facred) is 
furely to offer a great Indignity to the Holy Scri- 
ptures ; and to do no lefs Injury to many well- 
meaning, but not equally well-grounded Chri- 
ftians. For, however People may be roving and 
unfettled in their Notions, the Scriptures are not 
fo. They are no Way lax, and doubtful : but 
every Word, yea every Titde, of the Divine 
Books, hath it's fixed and determinate Significa- 
tion and Ufe. Which alfo may by faithfiil, de- 
vout, and diligent Searching be difcovered. So 
that if at any Time, any of us do not by fearch- 
ing difcover the fame accordingly, it is owing to 
fome Weaknefs, Vanity, Prejudice, or other Fault 
in ourfelves ; and not to any Difficulty, or De- 
feft, as to the faid Point of Certainty and deter- 
minate Expreffivenefs, in the facred Oracles. 
They, like the Decrees of their divine Author 
which they tecord, ftand ftill fixed and fure, as 
are the Bounds of die everlafting Hills ; nor ever 

% Thefe Rcmarb were drawn up before \lix B^te publifhM his 
Afliwer to the Doftor, 

will, 
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will, or can fiul or deiw, but for ever will de- 
clare and explain themfclves to all that under- 
ftand. 

But here let me humbly wifli Men to take 
Care. For they who will liften to thofe Tooth- 
ing Siren's Notes of IndiiFerence, Supinenefs, and 
Inattention to the Terms, or Words of Truth, 
from fbme irreverent Notions of (no Body knows 
what) unccruin and indefinite Meanings in them; 
efpedally, if this happens to be in the Cafe of 
Words of principal Note and Importance; never 
will arrive at any good Underftanding of them. 
And what can tne End of this be, but that de- 
nounced by an Holy Prophet, viz. to be deftroy- 
ed for lack of Knowlege ? 

Particular Remarks. 

I. 

DrSbarfs great ftumbling Block, and that 
which, I think, put him upon this whole Piece 
of doubtfiil Difputation was, that the Idea of 
the Root for the Divine Name Elahim had been 
fuppofed by the late Mr Hutchinforiy and fome 
others, to have Refpedl to an Oath, and Cove- 
nant, made and enter'd into by the Divine Per- 
fons, before the Creation ; and afterwards feveral 
Times repeated, and referred to, undo: the Pa- 
triarchal, and Legal Difpenfations. Which the 
Dodor, it feems, could not bear to hear of; as 
prefuming there was in Reality no Divine Oath 

or 
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or Covenant at all, prior to the Covenant which 
vv^as made (as People ufually term it) v^ith Abra-^ 
baniy &c. 

But in this, the Doftor appears to be under a 
great Miftake, as a Divine. There certainly was 
an Oatb and Covenant of God, I mean, betwixt 
the Divine Perfons, long before; even before the 
World was. And this Covenant was fo properly 
TbeirSy that, with Refpedt of the Part which Man- 
kind were afterwards gracioufly called to, and al- 
low'd to have in it, we are not to fay. It was made 
with Men, (as above,) but that it was revealedy 
brought on^ made to afcendy given^ and communicated 
to Men ; as to Abraham in particular, and others. 
Who, on the other Hand, muft be faid to have 
been taken^ admitted^ received into^ and made Par- 
takers of the Benefits and Bleflings of the fame : 
as might be proved at large from Abundance of 
moft exprefs Words and Phrafes of S. S. But 
there is no need to take fo large a Compafs. This 
Matter (if I can but exprefs myfelf clearly here- 
on) being demonftrable from only one fingle 
Text of St Paul The Text I mean, is, Heb. 4. 
1, 2, 3. Where the Holy Apoftle, after fpeak- 
ing of the mixt Promije^ and Threatning of God, 
upon his Oathy to brmg fome Men to enter into 
bis Rejiy and exclude others j the Apoftle, I fay, 
after fpeaking of this Oath of God, &c. as de- 
clared in Time to Ifrael in the Wildernefs, (in 
Vf 1. 2. and former Member of Vf. 3.) corrects 
himfelf, as it were, in this Part, with an Adver- 
fative l^AJthough'] Although (fays He, in the lat- 
ter 
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tsc Member of Vf, 3*) Tife Werks were Jmjhed 
from the Foundation of the World. Or as NoldiuSj 
on Rev. 1 2^. 8. and other paraJld Places, renders 
this Phrde more properly — hefore the Founda-* 
tion of the World. Now, what were the Works^ 
which arc thus faid to have been Jinijhed brfore 
the World? I anfwer, thofe of the laid Promife^ 
Ihreatnir^y and Oatb^ relating to the Rsfti and, 
confequently^ the Reji itfelf alfo. For thefe are 
the immediately antecedent Particulars, to which 
the Works exprefled to have b^n finijhed^ as a- 
forefaid, are annext and do relate — — For we, 
fays he, which have ielieved do enter into Reft, as 
he faid — As I have fwom tn my Wraths if they 
fhall entscr into my Reft : Although the Worl^ 
\xki^ Works thus next above mentioned, viz. thofe 
Works of the Oaih, Pfonnfe^ Reji^ iSc] were ii- 
v^edfrom before the Foundation of the World. 
This is the plain Sequence and Connexion of 
the Things treated of. And the Account given 
us of them, is worded iifter this Manner, to ex- 
prefs, that the Promife and Threatning of God, 
appurtenant to his Oatby and fo to the Covenant 
underftood therewith, (howfoever, ot to whom- 
fbey^ the fame-may have been revealed in Time, 
yet,) were all done, fettled. Finished by God, 
that is, by the Divine Perfons, before the Crea^ 
tion. So that, the Order of the Divine Proceed- 
ings in them, is plainly underftood to have ad- 
vance thus. Firft, the Difpenfations and Works 
leading to, and terminating in tke Rejiy were de- 
creed, and tranfaded by the Divine Perfons in 

the 
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the glorious Heavens : then followed the Crea- 
tion of thk Syftem and Man, and the Inftitution 
of the Sabbath for a Memorial and Type of the 
faid Reft fo prepared for us in Glory. But, here 
a Change prefents itfelf. Man fell ; and was al- 
io reftored again in Hope; and, to affure him 
that he was fo. Sacrifice was inftituted for an 
additional Type and Pledge of the Benefits of the 
fame Oath and Promije :- and not only fo ; but 
the Oath and Promife themfelves were revealed 
and repeated, (from Time to Time) either with, 
or without Threatnings annext, as Occafion did 
require : as in the Words — If they jhdl enter 
into my Reji^ Vf. 3. and fo on, to the Conclufion 
of all Vf. 9. There remaineth therefore a Rejl [ftill 
to come, even after thefe Days of the Church of 
Chrift in the World] to the People of God. And 
this, again, helps us to the Connexion of the 4th 
and 5tfa Verfes with the former Part of the Con- 
text — For he fpake in a certain Place of the fe- 
venth Day on this wife — And God did reft the 
jeventh Day from all bis Works. And in this a^ 
gainy if they jhall enter into my Reft. 
Upon the whole. 
Such is the vaft Tour of this noble Context. It 
enters, as the Occafion of the Apoftoliek Argument 
led, into the middle State and Courfe of Things 
in the World ; which, as in Divine Rapture, it 
carries back in an Inftant to their Beginnings; 
in Order to bring down, and lead on both to 
their Endings : referring the Divine Oath and 
Promife declared in the Worlds to the high On- 

ginals 
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ginals of the fame before the World} and from 
thence handing on the united Account oi bothy to 
die coming oi Chrift in Pcrfon, to perfomi Part 
of the Works leading to that final Reft fo fccu- 
red for us by the faid Oath and Covenant from 
Eternity 3 and, thereby, giving us clearer ViewS 
and Expedtatbns of the PzxtJHll left to de done, 
even the putting us in adlual Pofleffion of the 
fame, in the Kingdom of God, on our being 
made perfe<a by our Refurredion from the de^ 
at the End of the World. : , 

But here fome may be apt to objca — that 
the Word of the Oathy mentioned at the Clofe of 
the 4th Chs^ter of this Epiftle to the Hebrews; 
is exprefled to have hctnfnce the Law^ and 
therefore could not be before the World. But 
this proves either nothing to iJieir Purpofe, or 
too muchl For.Gxxi (as they know, and dp 
allow,) fware to Abraham alfo, long enough b&» 
fore die Law. This Text, therefore, may want 
fome explaining j but can furnifh no Objedtion. 
For the Apoftle has faid before, that the Works 
of the Oath and Prondfe were Finished before 
the World: And he cannot contradict hiinfelf. 
How then, after all, is it ? I anfwer, the Oathy 
and.tlje Word of the Oathy were two different 
Things, and of two widely-diftant Times. The 
paihy meaning, purely and fimply, the Tranjf 
aflion, or vvhole ftupendous Compafs of Tranf- 
adions, called by the Names of the Oathy Cove-- 
nanty &c. Whereas, tht Word of the Oathy fig- 
wifies the Revelation, Declaration, and bringing 

B on 
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6h 6f the fame, gradually, to ift Completion. 
Now, the fFufd 6f the Oath, \t Js.true, was af- 
ter, or fincc the Law, in thefe Refpe<3:s, that It 
Was not only feveral TiiAes revtelfed, or declared, 
afteri as well as before the Law was given ; hut 
was moreover brought onwards to it's Comple- 
tion, by the coitiing of Chtift in Perfon, many 
huhdreds of Vfeal-s fince Afc/?i: But the Ofe/^ it-^ 
felf, as to it's Date, c4n have no Share in tfiis 
Gomparilbn with Ae Law : the fame beihg Fi- 
nished not only before the Law, but before 
the Workfe v^cre made ; as has befen abundantly 
proved already, ftota the Text above explained. 
But Acre is yet one Thing more, relating tti 
iStitWord, or Deciaration of the Oath; whic^, I 
thihk, miy alfo be agreeably cleared up here. 1 
obfCTved befote, that this fTor^d was gradually 
bfpught on to it's Completion : I may further^ 
fitiore iadd how, that, tho' the whole Matter oir 
Subftance of Ae Oath, was fettled and finifhcd^ 
fas we have feen) by the Divine Pi^fons, befof^ 
tfie World ; yet the Word of the lame giveh out 
bv 'Revelation, came not entire, fcut by rart^, %6 
me Fadiers ; one Member of it being deckiied 
after another, as Occafion required. Thus, for 
the pOTpofe, the faid Word of the Oath, relating 
to the one expiatory Sacrifice tf Chrift, was given 
more eminently at one Time, as for Inftance, tci 
Abraham, Gen. 22. 16. That of the Mfen't^ce 
and Rsft purchafed by him, at another; Or, in- 
deed, at feverd other Times ; for it was often 
repeated to ihe Patriarchs, and to their Childrcii 

alfo 
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alfo in the Wilderpd§ : and that, of his .eternal 
JprieJUwd after the Order of Melchifedecky at an^ 
other J as to David in that Divine E^inicion on 
his 4^cenfion into Jleav^n, apcj his Inauguratioij 
to the Kingdom, in the iipth Pialm. Bitt, in 
all thefe InftaAqes, though the Word of the Okh 
thu$ came in Time, yet the Qq^h itfelf with it> 
whole Comprehenfion and Content, was ftiil un- 
d^ftood, and even exprefe'd to have been before 
the Worlds. For, with Refpeft of the :ftrft Memr 
ber of it, that of the Sacrifice ^ we are aflurcd of 
it under the Character of the Lamb ^ which i^ 
cxprefs'd, not only to have h^wfore-^rdaimd^ but 
tvtnjlain alfo, (in fome provifional Tranfadtioii 
concerning it,) b^ore the Foundation of the World. 
I Pet. I • 20. Rev, 13.8- With Refpedl of thp 
fecondy that of the Inheritance and i?^, I xi^ay 
refer to the Proof fo largely made out already 
from the Context above explained. Aiid, fpr tbje 
laft, that of the eternal Priejihood after the Order 
of Mekhifedecky (which is the iqamcdiate Sujqi- 
\^Qi of this Word of the Oath faid to have beep 
fnce the Law) the Oath itfelf wap, in Ijke Man- 
ner, before the World; as appefu-& froni the Man- 
ner of wording that glorious Revelation in t^l^e 
3d jand 4th Verfes of the Pfalm itfelf. Which 
fiierefore I will endeavonf briefly to explain. Orj- 
ly I would juft premife, that in the firft Sentence 
of this Text in the Qrkinal, there is no Verb. 
I will therefore infert the Verb Subftantivc in 
t:he Prater Tenfcj t^c^ufe^^^^^j ^ V^b next 
foUowtfig, is in that T^pfe. So, the proper Ren- 

B 2 dring 
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dring will proceed thus — From the Womb^ be-- 
fore the Mornings was the Dew of thy Birth : the 
Lordfwarey and will not repent % Thou art a Priejl 
for ever, after the Order of MelchifedecL Here, 
the Divine Generation^ the Oathy rfie Declaration 
of the eternal Priejihood^ the Decree of the Inau- 
guration to the Kingdom, and the bringing of 
his Saints to his glorious Refty are all connedled 
together, as Matters originally of one and the 
fame Time; and, in this Refpeft, infeparable. 
And the Time here marked out, (if we may 
call it Time,) was that which was before the 
MomingyHtizH is, before the Creation of the World, 
as aforefaid. 

Thefe Explications may, poffibly, be inftru- 
(ftive to fome; and will, I nope, be acceptable 
to all who love and revere the Scriptures, even 
to Dr Sharp himfelf, tho' hitherto of another O- 

Einion. What a vaft Ihefaurus of Proofs we have 
efides thefe, to demonftrate, that the whole Dif- 
penfation of Chriftianity, and confequently the 
Oath and Covenant revealed to the Patriarchs in 
Time, were all fettled ^indfnijhed (as the blefled 
Apoftle hath worded it) by the Divine Perfons 
(lor it could be by no other) before all Time j 
will, I hope, be fhewn, at large, another Day, 
by a njuch more able Hand, 

The id particular Remark. 

T)k Sharp thinks, the Word Elahinty retain- 
In^ the n in declining cjuinot have been gram- 
matically 
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matically derived from the Root nb*J Aiabi 
becaufe in this Root the n is unmappick'd^ and 
therefore changeable in Words derived, or decli- 
ned from it. If therefore Elabim were derived 
from n^K Alahy it muft have been, not from 
this n^K Alahy which has no Mappic^ but from 
fome other pariliteral Word that does not now 
occur in the Language, which had it's n f^ap^ 
pick'd and unchangeable. **The Prefervation (fays 
" he) of the n in DSiVk as it is a Noun plural, 
"fhews it muft be derived from fome perfeft 
" Verb, in which the n never changes, or is loft, 

as D^nU from nii/' So, according to the 
Dodtor, a Noun declined, or derived from a Root 
ending in n, cannot retain the faid n> unlefs it 
be declined from one of bis perfeB Verbs ; in 
which, he fayj, the n is never fo changed, or loft. 
But, 

Not to infift here on the Invalidity of any Ar- 
guments drawn from the Maforetic Points, or 
from what the Dodlor calls Verbs ending in n 
changeable^ or unchangeable ; his Argument is to 
be refuted from many Examples to the contrary 
in the facred Language. But I fhall produce on- 
ly one, which I think will be fufficient for this 
Purpofe. The Word nOK Amah^ is one of his 
unmapptcUd or imperfeU Roots, ending in n j and 
therefore, ought not, in any Cafe, to retain it's 
faid n in declining. And yet this nOK Amah 
makes it's Plural riinON Anabothy with the n 
fo retained, notwithftanding. And therefore, I 
muft f^y, Elabim may be as well derived from 
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tnhn ^h ; m which the n is, in like Mknnar^ 
jmmaMick'd^ oximpetfeB. 

The Word Elamm^ indeed, is MafeutinCy and 
jimabotb Fceminine. But this makes not a Tittle 
of Difference in the Cafe ^ the Difpmte being, 
not about the Mafculine or Foen>inine T^rn^ina- 
tion^ but about keepbg, or cafting away the 
Radical n> and, in that Refpeft, the Thing, and 
it's Rcafon, are juft the fame in both Genders. 

This then is a Cafe in Point, that entirely re- 
moves the Dodor's Objcflion againft Alah being 
the Root of Elahim ; yep, gives ftrong Confir- 
mation that it may, at leaw, very well be fo; 
and confequently, as to this Matter [of the JS- 
tymohgyy at leaft, of the Name of Ekwim] leaves 
Things juft where they were before the Dodtor 
wrote. 

The 3^ particular Remark. 

Dr Sharp in feveral Places fpeaks flighting 
Things of the Hebrew^ the Language given to 
Adam by Godj which I could wifh had not 
fallfen from fuch a Pen. I mean, with Relation 
to the Primavityy and fre^minence of this Di- 
vine Language before all other Languages. A 
Point wmch, I fliould thinks a Chriftian, in 
thefe Days of Learnijng, could never call in Que- 
ftion : but Dr Sharp would reprefent it as dubi- 
ous ; and that, (as far as I can fee,) without any 
Colour of ReafcMi offered, but only from a mere 
vague Way of talking, (in the ambiguous Vein 

he 
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he was got intd) on a Point, which, (nblwith-^ 
ikt^big fome olddf> aftd kter AiTerlion^ to the 
contfitty) I <ktf« tAfce upon myfelf to ihew to be 
to this Day ciapable cr Ddmonftratidrt . bi one 
Place, particularly, Ihc'Ddcacwr ifter ddxitihg fb^ 
about hfttf a P^e, whether th^ tiebr^^ be This; 
or Thati any Thiti|, of flOthing, formally (huts 
up^hfe Dffquifitioti, thus* "That thefe Matters 
«* aife teatly difputabla, ippeais from the Difputes 
"that have arifen about them, and af e rtiain- 
« taihfcd v^i&i Argumentfe ft j^ufible on dl Sides: 

Fbr'if one ^ouW make this a Rule of'jiid^ftg a 
Matter ft) be difputablfej that is, dubfous in itlH^ 
(as he muft here mean,) ihdt fome People a<aual- 
ly do difpute it; and that, (as fome others may 
chance t6 thinks) ph^iffy*^^ ; I <:stfDiK)t ttt what 
Truths, even of God himfelf, we fhould have 
l^htetMn^ihdLind^fSky there beiiig, in Faft, 
no ohe Tmth, but what fbme Dijputersy attcl 
fhofe fiiflkiewtly appktiikdo^o among their Peerd, 
have called in Queftion. And, at this Day, the 
Fr^tctnit^ 6f DiffnOerSy who ^ie perpetually dif- 
/«//;5g" the Things, vehich no Body widiout the 
higheft Grime cmi diQmtey dSre, I doubt, the moft 
numerous R>dy amottgil us. However, as for 
the PlatMknefs of tfiofe Arguments againft di6 
Hebreno Pi^aeSrity, whith the Doftor had in hi$ 
Mind; I think thatDecifion of J&fe^ Scah'ger, 
turning Ae Tables righ^ upon fome, who would 

have 
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have had the Syriac^ (as Dr John Gorvpius Beca^ 
nusy a learned Dutcbmimy about two Centuried 
ago, wou'd have Im Teutonic^ Afhkendzan^ or 
Dutch) tp be the Mother of all Languages^ may 
fcrve to lay this Sj^rit of Scepticifm on die Point : 
^e Evidence or Primaevity on the Side of the 
JlebreWy beiiig more or Icfs the fame, with Re- 
fpea of all other Languc^^, as of ih^Syriac. — 
Summam ejTe Lnperitiam^ &c. " It is the greateA 
5* Mark of Ignorance, (fays that famous Critick) 
^^ to fancy this Syriac Tongue to be more ancient 
^'than the Hebrew. As well might one prefer 
" the modem Italian, in Point of Antiquity, to 
" the Latin, ^hb Mekchy muft have been before 
" NiD^D Melcba., And many other Prooft there 
** are befides, to refute this abfurd Notion." Jof. 
Seal. Ep. ad Rich, ^tbompf. cited by Waltm. 

The ^h particular Reffiark 

The fame DifFufivenefs of Sentiment on the 
Queftion of the Hebrew beii^ the Motiier of all 
Tongues, led Dr Sharp to think the Derh^ation 
of the Word Elabim from the Arabic Alaha^ to 
be fo very probable znd ^cious as He is pleas'd to 
fuggeft it is. But the Arabic can have i^ Bufi- 
nefs here j not only for the Reafon givro in the 
Fable, wherefore one lipping behw could not 
poffibly trouble the Water which another drank 
of higher up the Stream ^ but alfo for this, that 
the Ideas of Roots muft be fuitable to their Sub- 
jefts, that is, to the Perfons, or Things, to which 

th^ 
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they are applied : which are a Sort of Butts and 
Boundaries to Attributes^ ASHmSy polities, -&c. 
Therefore, if Thfe are felfe, Tiefe will be per- 
verted, depraved, mifapplied ; and fo give Ideas 
accordingly falfc, and wrong. Thus the w4r^^/V 
Root for die Name GW, is 9J\ Alahay to worjlnp 
adore y &c. But what was the Objeift, or 01>- 
je£ts of Worjhip to the People called Arabsy {y^U 
ever the Form of the Dialed: called Arabic was,) 
till the Time c^ Mabumed? I anfwa: (from the 
Account given by Ca/iel of the Nouns of this 
Root) the Surij and the homed Moon ; which 
were their chief Gods: yea, and even 2l Serpent^ 
tts one of their principal Reprefentatives, or Idols. 
Whofoevcr, therefore, (till the Time aforefaid,) 
mentioned God in Arabic y by any of the Names 
deriv'd from that Root Alaba^ muft have there- 
by meant the Sun^ or Moon^ or a Serpent ^ as a- 
bove mentioned. Neither could any Arab in thofe 
Days have any Notion of any adorable Being 
id^her than thefe dead Agents, and Idols ; nor 
any Reafon oi Adoratim^ or Worihip, to be paid 
to them, more excellent than the Reafons wfiich 
he faw, or imagined there was, in the Opera- 
tions, Influences, &c. of the fame; which could 
be no more than mechanical and natural. Whence 
again (as the old Serpent^ making his Game of 
the wicked Imaginations of the Thoughts of their 
Hearts, h^ the conduddng of this fatal Delu- 
fipn, fo) the Services paid in the Adoration of 
thde People to their faid AdoraUeSy muft have 
been every Abomiruition that the true God ha- 
.. C tethj 
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teth ; and ncVcr could be any other. And can k^ 
then, be a Courfe excufable in U8 ChriftianS) to 
overleap the Bars of fo many Ages and Genera- 
tions ; in all which the Name Elabim had been 
ufed by Believers, from Reafons united to the 
Objeft, the Deity ; and revealed to Men by the 
Doty; and terminating in the Deity hinifelfj 
that is, in the Divine PeribnSi and their all^a^ 
cioas Decrees, Adts, and Difben^uionSy as the 
€verlafting Grounds of their mid Name ? ShaM 
we, I fay, overlook all thefe, and go a puddling 
tx> get up Roots and Reafons for tl^ &id Divine 
and all-comforting Name out of the polluted 
Shallows of a DiaJeft, which we all know, oc 
may know, was bred out of Corruption j and 
had it's whole Reafon, and Rife (as to thefe Mat^ 
ters) from the depraving of Paganic Abomina^ 
4ions. 

Again, The mere Signification of the Jlrabk 
JUaha^ to adorCy is Proof to any underftanding 
and confiderate Perfon, that this could not fur*- 
nifh a Root for the Divine Hebrew Name JSi^ 
bim-y becaufe this gives only a derived and fecon- 
dary, or rather a fep^ate, and very remote, and 
improper Idea of the Deity. For God could ftot 
be called Gody in Confequence of this, that He 
was worjhippedy or was to be worfhipped, or a^ 
dcredy by Men 5 but he was, on the contrary, to 
be ivorfhippedy or adored by Men, in Confequence 
of his being God-y and of his being called Gft/, 
(by whatever Word this was exprefs'd) on fomje 
other Accounts. So that, whetho: this Nan^ 

were 
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were ftanicd to'tkuote any ges^r^l . Attribdte oS 
the Goodnefs, or of the Gre/tinefs of ths. Deity ; 
(■which I am not fettling in thfe Place,) or any. 
o£ the particular Waysy or Meam of bis difpofing> 
OT manifcfting eitheri to his Creatures, a$ an Q^^i 
Cffixrkmty Promifey &c. for their Benefit; ftill 
the iknc muft have been ftr ft, properly inhereot 
in, and to be attributed to, Hirafelf; and thep,? 
after that, would He be, in Confequpnce, .Ado--, 
xabky or to be worfhippid by Men, on Account* 
and widi Refped: of It. This jniuft have been 
the Order, and Sequence in this Matter, No A<3; 
of Man could denominate God. It is, I doubti 
aknoi): Blaf^my to fay it could. But, God ha- 
ving been once pleafed to declare, or reveal hkn- 
lelf, by any of his own, whether EJfential, or 
PerJomI 'NvLtxicSy to us, as he plealed; it muft 
from thence follow, that we fhould fell down to 
moerflsipy and adore him. 

Again, The Jbrabic Root Jlaha^ to adore y or 
worjhipj ,and it's derivative Nouns, are mifmateh- 
cd y and the latter were appli^ (as I have otv 
ferved) to falfe Obje<9:s. Before Mahumedy the 
tutor able Objeft, or God of the Arahy was the 
Sun, Moofiy a Serpent ^ &c. as aforefaid. And 
here, the Root JUaha, to vHnjhipy being only afKp 
plied to thofe Luminaries^ ( juft as it would have 
been to a Beetle^ or an Oniony if they had been 
their Divine Ob^eifts,) could not be the Root e- 
ven for Them^ as ^ving no defcriptive Idea of 
liM?ir Naturey Oper^ionSy &c. whidi it certainly 
would have done, had it been the tru? Root of 

C 2 thofe 
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thofe Names. Therefore si\ JJabOy when appli- 
ed to thofc Obje<as, moft undoubtedly was a 
mifwritten Word, or made by G>rruption ixoai 
a Mixture of two other Roots, viz. ift, of \U 
K^y to be bi^hy or hfty : in it's deriv'd Nouns, 
Height 'j the Jupreme God\ Heaven ^ which was 
their JuMer: and, adly, of Ja S^n to Jbiney 
to praije*y in it's derived Nouns, Brightnefs^ the 
new Moon ; a Serpent *, even all the old Abomi- 
nations over again; alfo, the Goddefs Alilati 
an Hymn to God. To this Root they moreover 
do refa: that capital Creed of the Mdxmetam. 
•JlJI ^\ ^)\ 5 la alah ila allab. There is no God 
but God. As if this Root gave a Name, not to 
the A(ft of Traifing only, but to dieir jiUah^ cnr 
God Himfelf alfo, at the fame Time. Thus thefe 
Things muft ftand by themfelves, in the Arabic t 
but, with Refpeft of the Hebrew (from whkh 
they are all taken by Corruption,) the former of 
thefe two Arabic Roots \U ts'jy we know, muft 
be referred to the Hebrew n^y to afcendy to be 
highy &c. and the latter Jut. ^^n to the Hebrew 
^hr\ to Jbine, to be brighty to praife. So, the 
mere Idea of Adorablenefs^ or the prefent Arabic 
Word for it, gave not die Root to their own ^- 
dorable Allah ; but that of Higbnefsy and Bright-^ 
hefs; or the Words ufed for tbeje. Their faid 
Allah being He, or She^ that was even |v^y and 
mvby Mafc. and Foem. the high one : or, in 
the plural, as it ftands (according to Parous) in 
that famous Paflage in' Plautus's Pcenubis^ jnv 
Sn^^^hv^ \nyhV DH Deaque, fuperi fuperaque, 

the 
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the cekjiial Gods and Goddejfes of the Arabs y and 
of moft other Heathens : the chief 5f which, 
were the Sun and Moon : die Greek*s HA/o^, and 
SfA^wf, which were formed, in like Manner, from 
other like Corruptions of the two Hebrew Roots, 
above mentioned. Therefore the Arabic Alaba^ 
to adore^ can be no Root for what the Arabs 
themfelves anciently took for God; but is plain- 
ly a new-coin'd,Term, ftruck out of the Corinth^ 
tan Brafs of feyeral other Roots, melted down, 
ahd run together, into the one confus'd Stub- 
ftance or Mafs of this modern Figment. Yet 
thde blended Abominations fhall be fetched up 
to make Roots for Elabim ! Not but that Jebo-^' 
vab Elabim alfo called himfelf \vbv Helion^ the 
high oncy and with Addition of another Name, 
[Sk] claimed the Ghy, the Brightnefsy the 
Light. But ftill the Arabs adorable One^ their, 
.^qh being no more than the material \H9 JF&-. 
tiony his faid Name was apparently ftolen and 
applied by Abufe to the Sm^ Moon^ z. Serpent ^ 
&c. as their GW, Goddefsy Idoly &c. as above. 
And therefore, furely, is not to be taken by Us, 
from their faid Abufe, and applied (without any, 
Note of Rcdtificatioi^) for a Root to denominate 
(jody the true God. Which would (as fer as 
Words could go) be^^ Crime, in another Way, 
not lefs abominable, than that of any of thofe I- 
dolaters themfelves. But, 

Befides all thefe Confriiions, the Lexicogra- 
jAers, not kijowing where to let any Arabic 
Word reft, do alfo refer this lame fo-much boaft- 

ed 
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eA Root, jilabay to yet another Root, t)^ Wa-- 
lihay to be afionijhed. Which again is to be re-^ 
ferred to piSv ^^ Jliha 5 as all thefe Words, 
when taken in this Senfe, at lad are to the He-- 
brew 'rJVl H6ly to be mad. In this Refpe^, there- 
fore, it is plain, their AUahs^ or Adorablet^ fomc- 
times meant their evil DamonSy or Terriculamen" 
ta^ their not Gods, but Terrifying and Torment-^ 
mg De^b. 

. Many learned Men (befides Hutchinfon) have 
been of Opinion, that the prefent Alcoranijh A^ 
Tabic Language, is a new and upftart Tongue, 
made out of feveral other eaftern Dialefts and 
Tongues thrown together into this common 
Mangle. Poftel^ in particular, affirms it to be a' 
Gwruption of the Hebrew and Chaldee. Which 
is more than probable, becaufe the Dialed now 
caird Chaldee^ was anciently comprehended un- 
der the liicwe general Name of the Aramtijh^ or 
Syrian Tcmgue. Which was of fo great Extent,^ 
that, (except the Hebrew Tongue which was 
fpoke in the Holy Land,) the faid Aramitifby or 
Syrian appears to have been vulgar to all the 
Countries lying betwixt the Red Sea and the 
Mediterranean^ and Mount Amanus\ that is, from 
the Borders of Egypt and Cilicia Weft and North-'' 
Wejiy to thofe of Perjia and Media ^ Eaft and 
North-Eafiy and from thence quite down to thd 
Arabiariy or Indian Sea, South ^vA Soutb-Ea/i. 
There can, I think, be no Quefticm made of this, 
in the firft Place, as to the Divifions of the Coun* 
tries anciently known by the genoral Name of 
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Aram^ t)r Syria. It vr^ be cafily allbw'd, lihat 
aU iisxi SyrianSy (whether of Za^^i&, Damafcmy 
Mefopatamia^ &c.) fpake the *!?)^^«» Tongiw* 
And, that tibe iame was alfo the Language of 
the AJfyrianSy and of liic Chaldeans y wc have clc» 
Evidence from 2 -K. 1 8. 26. J/&/. 36. 1 1 . and 
Dan. z. 4- The two firft of thefe Pafiages, are 
plain for- the Aj^ianSy that th^ ipake the ^- 
rian^ or Jiramitifb Teniae i King Hezekiat% 
Minifters defiring the King of Affjfid^ General, 
not to fpeak to the Pcofde oa the Wall of Jiru^ 
faleniy in the Jewifby or Hsbrew-y but in the A-^ 
ramtijby or Syriac^y that i», in bis mm Ajjyriaii 
Tfongue^ Andthe laft is to lefe exprcfs ior the 
Cbaldeansy tlmt the fpake^the fame* For, in that 
Paflage, in Daniely the Chaldeans sffe faid to have 
fpoken to King NebttchadnezzaTy in the Aram^ 
tijhy or Syriac^ And thea follow the vtty Words 
which they. fpake, in the Chaldse Dialeft* ^o 
that the Chaldee and the Aramiufh, or Syriac; 
were plainly one and the ^ime Language. And^ 
The fame Thing holds with Relation to^ th< 
Samaritam 5 who ware ^e People planted by 
Bjarhadd^n in the Land of Ifraely above an hun-i 
dred Years befiDre the Babylonijh Captivity. • Pctf 
fo we are told, £3^.4. 7, 8, (^10. that this Peo^ 
pie, pradifing with Artaxetxes King of Perfia^ 
to put a ftop to the Building of the T^nple at 
Jerufalemy wrote an Epiftle, to this purpofe, to 
ArtaxerxeSy 'uitht Aramfi/b^ or Syriac rU^riting, 
(as the Text exprelfes,) and in th^ j^amtijhy op 
Syriac Luerptetation : thteit is, in? the Aramitifh 

or 
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or SyriaCy both CharaSter and Language. Now, by 
this Aramitijh or !^ac Writingy and Arantitijb 
or Syriac Interpretation here Ipoken of; the A^ 
ramttijh or Syriac CharaBer or jUpbabety and the 
Aramitijh or ^SyrrW Language or Speecby are fe- 
verally underftood; as the moft learned Men 
have ex]^lain*d, and mav on Occafion eaiily be 
prov'd. Thus far thererore goes the Aceoimt of 
this Matter in the Narration of Ezra : and then 
follows the very Copy of this SamaritanthA^a- 
mitijh Epiflle, (as in the former Cafe of that A- 
ramtijh Speech of the Chaldeans to Nebuchadnez-- 
zoTy) in pure Cbaldee. The Reafon of which, I 
fuppofe, is plain to ev'ry Body. The SamaritanSy 
for the purpofe, wrote to the Perjian Court, not 
in the Language of the Court, but in that of 
the Country where they were planted ; plainly, 
becaufe they were unfkill'd in the former ; but 
the latter was their Mother-Tongue. And they 
were anfwer'd again by the Ferfian Court in the 
fame \AramtiJ^ Lai^uage. Becaufe it vras the 
Cuftom of the faid Court to vn-ite to the Pro- 
vinces of their Empire, not in their own Ferjicy 
but in the Language and Alphabet of each Pro- 
vince. As we find, E/ib. i. 22. and 8. 9. From 
whence it moreover appears, that the faid Sama-- 
ritansy die ChaldeanSy the AffyrianSy and the Sy- 
riansy muft have had all one and the fame, not 
only LangMgCy but Alphabet alfo. To whidi v^re 
may add, that this muft have fo been frc^n an-* 
cient Times, at leaft, from the planting of that 
Mongrel People [the Samaritans^ in the Land of 
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l^aeL Since which their Alphabet has under- 
gone little or no material Change. And,, as to 
what it was before, we know nothing ; but are 
to fuppofe, that, from the Time the Ardmites^ 
AJfyrianSy and Chaldeans {whofc peculium it was,) 
had an Alphabet ; it muft have been the fame, 
in the Main, that is ftill prcferv'd in the Sama-- 
ritan Pentateuch : feeing this is allow'd to be the 
CharaSier which the Samaritans always ufed: 
smd what diey fo ufed (as has been now prov'd, 
again and again, by a Connexion of Evidence 
tlmt cannot be fcparated) was the fame with the 
i^ Aramtijh^ Chaldean^ &c. For, even in the 
Time of Ezra^ it had not yet obtained any Name 
jof it's own; but was call'd by that which was 
it's old Name, viz. the Aramitfjh^ which, I muft 
again repeat, (left fome Readers, willingly for- 
getful, ftiould let it flip,) was alfo the Qtaldean^ 
Ajfyrian^ &c. And, 

This, by the Way, leads us to a Proof of an- 
other Point much wanted by the learhed World* 
Many Volumes having, been publifh'd on this 
Argument, only to confound and puzzle the 
Cauie. The Matter. I mean, is, that, as the faid 
Samaritan CharaSier ftill preferv'd in the Sama^ 
ritan Pentateuch^ is no other than the faid old 
Aramitijhy or SyriaCj and Chaldee Charafter; fo 
it muft from hence follow, that the Samaritan 
CharaSier or Alphabet^ cou'd never be the C^a^ 
rjiSler or Alphabet^ in which the facred Hebrew 
Scriptures of the old Teftament were written. 
Bccaufe the Pretence, (on the contrary Suppo- 
-- • D fition) 
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fitidn) isy. that' the JeTvs in the Babyhmijh Coptic 
iffity forgot and relinquifli'd their m Hebrew Cba-^ 
ra6lcr\ which, they fay, was that which we 
i^dw have in the Samaritan Bentateucb^, and 
Iparn'd and brought hoinc with them the Cbal^ 
decy or Affyrian CbaraSier in it*s ftead^ as alfb, 
that the Hebrew Scriptures have been ever lince 
copied, and handed down to us, ih the faid G&^A 
dee CharaBer: that pretended old Hebrew Cbara- 
^ery being from that Time left to the Samaria 
tans. Not a Word of all which can poflibly b© 
true. The Jews cou'd not unlearn and rclinauifh 
the Samaritatf CharaSler^ and take the Chaldee in 
it's ftead: becaufe the Chaldee and Samaritan 
w&rt hut cmezndihtfe^'fomeCbaraifery Before 
the Baby^nijb Captivity; which faid one^ was ne- 
ver confounded in Name with the Hebrew ; but 
Vras ftill diiHnguifh'd from it by another difib-^ 
rent Name, viz. the Aramit^. And the Sama^ 
ritan^ (is that {^Jramitift)] \yas afterwards call'd,) 
is allow'd to have been the fame ever fince. 
And, therefore^ i£x!b&yews ever had jrelinquifh'd 
any more ancient CbaraBery it muft have been 
fbme CSioraSfer of which we now know hothing. 
And, if they had taken the Cbaldee^ they cou'd 
not have taken the prefent Hebrew^ wiiich the 
Cbakfeans never had;: but muft, of Neceffity Imve 
taken the prefent Samaritan ; and fo, in this Sa^ 
maritariy and not the prefent Hebrew^ the J&- 
brew Scripturei fhou'd have been handed down 
by them to Pofterity. And we now ihcfti'd have 
the Hebrew Scriptures, accordingly> not in the 

pre- 
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prefent Hebrew^ but in that faid Samaritan Cha- 
radter : the Chaldean Charader which they mtift 
have brought home from Babyhn (had they 
brought home ibat^ being, as I have demons 
ftrated, all one and, the fame with the Syrian^ ot 
Arapdtijh', and, therefore alfo, vnth the faid Sat 
maritan. Again, 

As thi^. Samaritans^ Aramitet.^ and Chaldeans^ 
had all the fame Charafter widi one another ^ 
fb, according to Walton^ ScdUger^ and other learnt 
ed Men, the old Pb^icians and CanaaniteSy had, 
in like Manner the fame with them : and fo aH 
thofe Nations, had one and the fame Charadtcr, 
viz. the Aramitifhj Chaldean^ or Samaritan : con*- 
fequently, faying, the Jews chang'd the old Ife- 
brewy (by that Hebrew meaning the Samaritan^) 
for the Chaldee ; is faying, they chang'd the Cbai- 
dee for itfelf. Befides all which, as to this pre- 
tended Change of the Lettersi there are y^t other 
Proofs to be drawn from the Book of Ezra \tr 
felf, that Ezra made no Change of the ancient 
Hebrew Charadscr for any other; but that Ifc 
dcliver'd down ,thc S. S. as they had been deli- 
vered from Mofes^ and all the Prophets follow- 
ing, down to Himfelf. As I fhall prove at large, 
if God gives me Life and Leifure to publifh tihe 
Work I intended for Prolegomena to my Origi- 
nals y but fhou'd now make a Work by itfelf, 
tho' chiefly for the Ufe of the Originals. I mean, 
if the Love of the S. S. fhou-d difpofe die Liti- 
rati to encourage fuch Works. If otherwifc, it 
may be hud by, and wait for more favourable 
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Times and Tempers, perhaps, in the Days of 
ny Grandfin. Once more. 

That the faid Aramitijb^ or Syrian^ did alio 
comprehend the jirabian Tongue ^ fo that the A^ 
tabic was no more than a Branch of the faid A^ 
ramitifbj or Syrian-, we have Proof, I think, fuf- 
ficiently convincing in fuch a Matter, from the 
LXX, For the LXX at the End of the Book of 
yoby have, among others, inferted this Additament 
— qZto^ igufivivi^ he T? avmaxfi^ j8i€AK, i¥ usv y? KOr- 

&W. tV^hich expreffes, that Ae Book of job 
was tranflated out of the Syrian^ in which it was 
originally written, as Job Kved in the Borders of 
Idumaa and Arabia. That is, the Book of Job 
was originally written in the Syrian Tongue, be- 
caufe Job was an Idumean, and confequently an 
Arabian, (Moab, AmmoHy and Edom, being, as 
yerom witnefles. Parts or Provinces of the Ara-- 
bias ;) and, fo, his Mothei-Tongue was the A^ 
rarmtip, or Syriac ; becaufe that was the Lan- 
guage of the Arabias. Thus therefore, Bifhop 
MaximinuSy or whoever it was that wrote thofe 
Commentaries on Job, (which we have in a 
pretended L^z/mTranflationfrom Origen,) has ex- 
plained and applied this Paflage of the LXX. The 
Book of Job, fays he, was written in the Syrian 
Tongue, either by Job himfelf, or fome of his 
Friends 5 and, from the faid Syrian, was trans- 
lated by the great Prophet Mofes, into the 1&- 
brew : as the LXX in their Verfion of the Book 
of Job teilify, faying .*-- It was rendered out of 

the 
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the Syriac Booh By whom was it rendered ? 
Certainly by Mofes into Hebrew. From which 
it was rendered again by the LXX into Greek. So 
that^ as Mofes formerly tranflated this Book out 
oi Syriac into HebreWy in Egypt -y fo did the LXX 
tranflate the fame agam in Egypt y in the Timq 
of Ptolemy y out of Hebrew into Greek : in which 
Language it hath been difpers'd from Egypt into 
all Parts of the World. In the firft Place, adds 
this Author, it was written in Arabiay (where 
"Job dwelt,) in Syriac, 

Thus iar Maximinus explains the Senfe of die 
LXX, I mean, as to the Language of the ancient 
Arabians y that it was the Aramitijhy or Syriac ; 
a Point of which they cou'd not be ignorant ; as 
the Arabians and Syrians were their next-border- 
ing Neighbours 5 who, doubtlefs, fpake both the 
/ame Tongue, even down to the Times in which 
the faid LXX tranflated the Scriptures into Greek. 
So that, I cannot but think their Evidence to be 
good in this Refpedl ; howfoever they were nwl- 
taken, (as they might eafily be,) as to the other 
more principal Fad: of the Book of Job being 
origindly written before the Time of il4^j. Which 
is not before me now. 

But the Scboliaji on this Paflage of the LXX, 
in the various Rendrings and Readings mark'd by 
Flam. NobiliuSy has a very o^d Note. Syriacum 
nunc vocat diak&um Hebraicahy quod bac propi 
accedat ad ittam Syrorum. The LXX here call the 
Hebrew Dialed Syriac y}ytczvS& That comes near 
to Ihs. But in this the faid Scholiqji is unac- 
countably 
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countobly niiftaken: it being contrary to all^ea- 
ion to fuppofe the LXX cou*d call the Hebrew 
by the Name of the Styriac-, when they have, in 
three or four Places, c^'d die Aramiti/h (as they 
ought,) by the faid Name of the Syriac ; and, 
in two of them, have diftinguifh'd the faid Ara^ 
mitijh from the Hebrew^ by the very Name of 
the Syriac i and, therefore, cou'd not, in any 
Way of common Senfe, confound the Syriae 
clfewhere with the Hebrew j andput the iName 
of that Tongue for the Name of This. Therefore, 
this SchoHan notwithftanding, the old Arabic and 
Aramitijhy wece, as Maximnm has explained, on€ 
and the fame JLranguage. And this, hy the Way, 
will yet more particularly account for that A- 
greement of the modern Arabic Name for God 
(when recovered from it's imaginary Root Alaha^ 
to adore^ and reftor'd to it's real Root nhv to be 
bi^by) with the ancient Punic y Heljmm veheijo- 
nevath in Plautus, above-n^ntion'd. The Rca- 
fon was, the old Punic or Cartbaginiany was a 
Branch or Slip of the old Pbamiciany that is, of 
the old Aramitijhy or Syriac ^ tranfplanted into 
Africa ; and fo was a Sifter of the old Arabic c 
this being only another Daughter of the fame A^ 
ramitijh Mother: fi*om whence it came thus to 
pafs, that both thefe People, the old Carthagi- 
nians and Arabians^ had both the fame God or 
Gods, as alfo the fame Name or Names for 
them, as we have fufficientlv feen. 

But, there is another Objeftion ftill behind, 
againft the Primaevity of the Hebrew Charafter ; 

which 
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which the diffiije Sort (f Writers hold to be un- 
dnfi^erabk ; I mean that taken from the famous 
Samaritan Sbehek. . Bat thk, with Believers, will 
not be' aAnitted agalnfl Proofs brought from 
S.* S. but will, where ftich are produc'd, be re- 
jeiSed, without more sidOi ias Things forg'd and. 
fpuriausi or never yet brought to ihe true criti- 
cal Tcft. And indeed feveral fufKcient Argu-* 
ments have been already of&r'd agaiftft thefe 
Trinkets \^y learned Men. To wWch, if I ever 
print the Work above-menti^m'd, I fhall add 6- 
thers^ fufficient, I hope, to p«it an Eiid to AiS- 
Difpute. 

But, to return, and pafs frorii die absolute 
Uniitiieft of dae jirahic Tongue, (when confi- 
der'd in the State k was in before ^Mr/Jfe/w^^,) to^ 
give Roots to the Divine Names ; let us reflet 
a little,* what haih been is\Q Mah or adin^hle one 
of the Arainam, firicc. Not the Skn^ Moon^ &c. 
it is true: tho', I think, the Crefients^ whidi are' 
fKU fet upon the Turkijb Mof^^ and arc other- 
wife Inide their grand Injime^ is no better than 
a Rag of the oH* Pagan Veftment. But how- 
ever this b^ their Name fw God (befides it'^ 
novel Ufe in this Refpedt) muft not be taken by 
Bdicvcrs to denominate 3^(?/6(n?^ Elahim. Becaufe 
(whatever forac may imagine or pretend, who he- 
fitate not to aflert rfie God of Believers^ and all 
Ififidels who hive any God, to be the fame,) I 
miifl afiirm, oh the contrary, that neither is the 
God of die Mahometans the fame with the God 
of Bdienxrsy or Hse true God. The Reiafon is gi- 
ven 
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ven by St Jobn^ i John 2. 23.^ Wbtfoever denietb 
the Son, thejame both not the Fathen And 
2 John. 9. Wpojoever abideth not in the Dbdrinc 
of Chriil, e«oy cxk «%«, hath not God. And lydm 
5. 20. We are in him that is true^ even in bis Son 
Jefus Chrift. This is true God, and eternal Ufe^ 
that is, holding the Father and the Sofiy is hold* 
ingtrueGoJ', to which is to be added — the5^- 
rit alfo, which he hath given us. For the Son (as 
it is elfewhere faid) v^ju/lijiedy that is, demon-* 
ftrated by the Spirits iTim. 3. 16. And we are 
baptized into me one Name of the Divine TTfree 
— w 7d ovofjut, in the fingular, even the Name of 
the Fatbery and of the Soffy and of the JJoly Ghofi. 
Which alfo unfolds the Myftery of that Divine 
Revelation — JehoFvah thy Elahim is one Jehovah. 
But 

To come to a Conclufion on this Point, 
The Mahometans may not by any Means pre- 
tend to give out their Divine Name jfllah ror a 
Root, from whence others fliould take their Idea 
of God. And the beft that can be faid of 06r/- 
Jlians who will be taking Ideas of the Name of 
God jfrom that Quarter, without having them 
redified by the Appointment, Authority, and 
Application of God 5 is, that diey are at leaft in 
Danger of lofing true God which they had 1 and 
of taking the falfe God along with his Name, 
which they do fo adopt. I do not mean, by all 
or any of thefe Remarks, to fay, that the Arabic 
Language can be of no Ufe. By the little Know- 
lege I have of it (which is to trace, and com-r 

pare 
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Sre the Roots in Cqflelj and reduce tKem with 
e Chalfiee^ Syriac^ &c. to the Hebrew) I do 
think ijt might be of good Service to a Philolo- 
gcr> 3jwi Glol&rift : I mean, if the learned Chri- 
ftian Profeflbrs of if would take the Pains to new 
fgrt the Roots in the Lexicons, and clafs theni 
properly under the Hebrew Originals to which 
they feverally do belong. Bitf, with a Mixture 
of Pity ai)d Indignation, I hear this Language, 
(the 5mk of Pagamfniy Jtidaifmy and all Here- 
%^s blended together in Mabometanifm) made, at 
^ery Turn, Sijier to the Hebrew^ yea, often, 
it's Mother^ and preferred before it ; as being ta- 
ken to fupply it with Roots for fome of it*s prin- 
cipal Words ; Words, in Ufe 2000 Years before 
this Dialefl: is kno^yn to have had Being. An 
Attempt, which, if it had no other Fault, would 
be intolerable nier^iy for it's Abfurdity. 

But, many have been the Attempts of late 
Authors, in divers Shapes, to invalidate, deny, 
or give up, fome, one Point; fome, another, that 
made for the Honour, the lUuftration, or the 
Eftablifliment of revealed Religion, or the Word 
of God, with the Doctrines of the Church hand- 
ed down, from the Beginning, on the fame. 
Whether this has proceeded from fome inordi- 
nate Admiration of Claflical, and other Heathen 
Soifts of Learning, now fo much in Vogue ^ or 
from an exceffive Fondnefs for mere Novelties ; 
or put of Oppofition to fome, who are zealous 
for the fupcrlative Honour, and Veneration which 
they know, and muft aflert to be due to the Holy 

E SS. 



Digitized by VjOOQ iC 



[3+1 

SS. I pretend not tp fay; But be this as it will : 
that any Perfons fliould-a<a fuch Parts (without 
having at the Bottom fome bad Ends of Herefy, 
or Infidelity, to ferve,) is, I think, unaccount- 
able ', and what certainly cannot, by any of the 
Reafons or Motives above cited, be excufed. 
And therefore, I hope, all, efpecially Divines, 
who are influenced by no worfe R^ons than 
thofe above-mentioned j all who have no evil, or 
finifter Intents to derogate from the Veneration 
that is due to the H. Scriptures, in Refpeft of 
their Antiquity, Certainty, or Expreffivenefs j all 
who mean not to deny, or do Delpite to that Ho- 
ly Spirit of Wifdom and Grace, by whom they 
were dictated; nor to crofs, or pervert any of 
the Doftrines of the Church handed down from 
the Beginning on the fame : I would, I fay, hope, 
that all Men who are hitherto clear from thefe, 
and other like dark Defigns againft the S. S. but 
yet have been too iiiftrumental to undervalue 
them from fome of thofe other lefs culpable, yet 
very wrong Motives 5 or who do find memfelves 
ftill tempted fo to undervalue them ; would re- 
pent and retraft, or abhor and abftain from, c- 
very fuch Manner of vmting, or preaching about 
the Divine Books, as muft, more or lels, mix, 
and yoke themfelves unequally with Unbelie- 
vers ; and even leave that contumacious Herd to 
write and adt in their own Way, (as Adverfa- 
ries, or Underminers of God*s Word,) by them- 
felves. By taking this Courfe, they may not, 
ipdeed, (in this Age of Libertinifm and Qodk/s- 

nefs) 
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nefs) make £0 fafhionable an Appearance; nor 
ftand fo direftly in the golden Line of Prefer^ 
ment, and vulgar Applauie ; but they will have 
other Teftimonies, and anodier Comfort, which 
all the Riches and Flatteries of the Mmy^ and 
the Greats cannot give them. 



FINIS. 
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